1/25/70 


Dear Lou, 


A brief not'* to try and five you Q few indication. ©*f why I’ve asked you 
to try and get copies of vour and ctu er reports for me to go over carefully. 

iV e nave just gotten deBrueys’ own description of one of nis large 
files, from wnicn the O’Sullivan FBI interview is suppressed. It is, nature lly, 
an OSWALD report, lie is "Subject’’ . I quote tni s sentence from tne summery s "Subjects 1 s 
contacts with DAVID FEPPIE ste f^rth". And from tne Archives letter to me of 
12/30/69, "The FBI report of sn interview in November 1963 with Frederick 9. 
O’Sullivnn is withheld from research." 

I asked for page 701 of CD 7. They said it "is withheld from reseerch 
at the request of tne Federal Bureau of Investigation". But, 1 neve a copy, and 
it is not properly subject to withholding. CD7:701 9ays two things-thet your 
office’s interest in Ferris was not only because Jack Martin spoke to Kohlmenn. It 
wo a because of Kbnlmann’s own knowledge of Ferrie. 

Tften it says this: "Xchlman stated that tne District Attorney’s office 
nsd received information from tne Intelligence unit of toe New Orleans Police 
department who nad previously conducted inquiries regarding FERPIE’s connections or 
Cuban activities. An unknown police officer bed tolci :ne intelligence Division of tne 
New Orleans Police Department that he was in the Civil Air Patrol with IEB HARVEY 
OSWALD and that FnREIB knew OSWALD". After tnis is written "O’Sullivan". 

If the deBrueys report is of the O’Sullivan interview, tnan it says 
Bt least that O’Sullivan knew tnat Ferrie and Oswald knew each other, from this 
summary. Your ovra files should show 3 ’Sullivan said the same thing. There is no 
proper ground for withholding CD7;701, but it is, for one of two or for both reasons: 
it says your office’s original interest in ? 9 rrie was because of what FJohlman knew 
of him , not because of whit Jack Martin said, end it ssys Ferrie and Oswald mew 
e«ch other. Neither Is grounds. Nor con the FBI 0 ’Dull! van interview be suppressed 
because it might say Ferrie was ou** r, for that was public knowledge. Therefore, 

# it has to be supnresse ? for othnr reasons. Hence anything from or about '"'’Sullivon 
and his knowl age cen be important as bearing on a Ferrie-Osweld relationship and/or 
the relationship of either or both to others. Now, there was tuis pre-assassination 
intelligence unit investigation of Ferrie ana of Oswald (for I've tue proof tuat 
tne one on Os .aid was sent to tne D.gilag police at the moment of tae assassination). 
Aside from our general Interest in knowing all we can about tne assassins t ion and all 
those in any way connected with it, I do believe tuat these things can establish 
a Snew connection or provide very good leads along this line, uere any notes or memos 
Xohlmen may have made could be important ... .In addition to all of this, I an suing 
the government for suppressions, end include the Ferrie stuff. It is possible I can 
win. I expect to on at least some things. These cases go to tae top of the docket, 
get inriediete hearing. 1 can always make the Ferrie part a separate case, get it 
heard promptly. .Ir9ady 1 have one report that cannot be suppressed to prove they 
are suppressing illegally, and I tsvr records of more than twice es m9ny errie 
eccuments as they acknowledge having. There was a very, very large Ferrie FEI in- 
vestigation. All aspects of this Lave the potential of working in vour interest in 
the Shew cese, aside from your g neral interest in the subject. So, i hope you can 
please send me these things, and very 3oon, for I em not well and cannot work at the 
pace 1 used to, end * haven't even the money to go to the Archives, so 1 went to be 
able to follow this waen 1 have to got to Washington any© Hurriedly, 


